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It may be objected that such a position leaves no room at
all for an enlightened liberalism between revolutionary radical-
ism and tory reactiomsm. This, however, is not the fact, To
make the choice, once for all, to devote oneself to.fighting the
Bolshevik regime, and the spread of its doctrines, does not
mean that one is driven into the camp of those who oppose
any change in the existing order and block every agitation for
reform. There is nothing in this choice to make the words
agitation and agitator offensive. The question is only as to
what the agitation is for.

There "is, indeed, grave danger that the forces of the enemy
will be increased by the stupid tactics of those who cannot see
the difference between the main issue and the minor issues.
The main issue is quite simple. A Bolshevik is a man who
believes in the overthrow of the institution of private property
by force of arms. The definition is so clear-cut that there is
no occasion to misuse the word. Unfortunately, the really
reactionary person cannot refrain from calling everyone a
Bolshevik who is less reactionary than himself, whether he is
a laborer striking for higher wages, a trade unionist demanding
recognition of the union, or an editor denouncing mob violence
against radical meetings. Such indiscriminate denunciation by
the reactionaries obviously does an immense amount of harm
to the very cause which the reactionary desires to champion.
It is equally obvious that it is perfectly useless to tell him SQ.
All agitation for change will continue to be denounced, but
such agitation will always exist The duty of every fair-
minded man is to refuse to have his mind clouded either by
the unintelligent opponent of Bolshevism, who includes under
that name everything radical, or by the equally unintelligent,
but more soft-hearted, sympathizer who tries to make the Bol-
shevik out as something quite different from what he is or from
what he claims to be.

One thing is clear The Bolsheviks by their own avowal
have outlawed themselves. They despise democracy as we un-
derstand the term. They demand no amelioration of condi-
tions. They do not ask for justice. They avow their contempt
for "due processes of law." Very well, then, the gauntlet being
thrown down, we cannot refuse to see it.

The first result is that any appeal in behalf of recognizing
their "rights" loses all meaning. The word "right" has a legal
significance, and they assert themselves outside a.nd above ex-